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No. 22060 


IN THE WM. B. LUCK, CLERK 


United States Court of Appeals 


FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 


ScanBE Manuracturinc Company, 
Appellant, 
v. 
Wma. Tryon anp Tue U.S. Marsnat, 
Appellees. 


MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING FILING OF 
BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE UNDER RULE 18-9(a) 


and 
BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE 


The undersigned hereby moves this Court for an Order 
permitting the filing of the attached Brief Amicus Curiae 
in this cause. This motion is based upon the fact 
that the ruling of the District Court in this matter is 
such as to cast a serious cloud upon all processes and 
writs of the District Court now extant and upon the belief 
that if this District Court ruling is allowed to stand 
all writs heretofore issued out and under the seal of the 
Clerk of the District Court are void per se and unen- 
forceable to any extent. 


The undersigned is an attorney duly licensed to prac- 
tice before this Court and has been practicing before 
the District Court of the United States, Southern Dis- 
trict of California, and this Court for the last forty 
years. In such practice he has obtained and has in pres- 


il 
ent foree injunctions in patent cases which have been 
issued under the authority of the District Court Judge 
but have been issued under the Seal of the Court and 
signed by the Clerk thereof. Such injunctions have not 
been signed by the District Judge. It is believed by the 
undersigned that there was a precise failure of counsel 
for the parties before the District Court to bring before 
the Court the authority under which such issuance of 
proeess and writs is had, namely, the provisions of Sec- 
tion 1691 U.S.C., Title 28, and that it was this failure 
which resulted in the ruling of the District Court that 
injunctions so issued were void per se and therefore 
in all respects unenforceable. 


As a further reason underlying this Motion the under- 
signed represents to this Court that in filing this Mo- 
tion and Brief Amicus Curiae he is responding to a re- 
quest made by a District Judge that he appear and file 
a brief in this matter amicus curiae. 


It is respectfully requested that this Court Order that 
the accompanying Brief Amicus Curiae be filed in this 


matter. 
Respectfully submitted, 
By Lewis EH. Lyon 
6 1967 
SO ORDERED: 
Richard H,. Chambers...-- 


Fein oe aeeat Mudge 


Subject to recons!Asration if any 
ObJeClion Tiled ®ithin_/| Sele days. 


No. 22060 
IN THE 


United States Court of Appeals 


FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 


ScanBE Manuracturinc Company, 
Appellant, 


Vv. 


Wo. Tryon anp Tue U.S. Marsuat, 


Appellees. 


BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE 


This Brief is filed by the undersigned amicus curiae 
because it is believed to involve a question of funda- 
mental importance to each and every practicing attorney 
before the District Court of the Southern District of 
California who has been instrumental in obtaining in- 
junctive relief from that Court, and who in the exercise 
of his duties as an attorney has obtained for his client 
or clients a Writ of Injunction and may be in a position of 
being required to enforce that Writ. 


This Brief is directed to a ruling of the District Court 
set forth in its Memorandum and Order herein signed 
May 29, 1967, which states at page 4, lines 11 to 14 
thereof : 


“ ..I1am of the view that a judgment of contempt 
based upon the violation of an injunction that is 
void per se cannot stand and that petitioner’s cus- 
tody is therefore unlawful.” 


and to that portion of the Order which states at page 
3, lines 18 to 21 thereof: 


Es Oee 


“. . Absent some clear authority, which has not 


been brought to my attention, I am of the view that 
the injunction signed only by a deputy clerk of the 
District Court is void.” 


Before issuing its Memoranduin and Order in this 
cause signed by the Judge May 29, 1967, it is apparent 
from the said Memorandum and Order in the portion 
thereof as hereinabove set forth that the District Court 
had sought authority under which the injunction was 
signed by the Deputy Clerk and not by the District 
Judge. This is further apparent from that portion of the 
Memorandum and Order signed May 29, 1967, by the Dis- 
trict Judge herein, wherein it is stated at page 2, lines 
1 to 5 thereof: 


“ , . Upon review of the documents then filed this 
Court noted that the above mentioned injunction 
was not signed by a District Judge, but rather was 
undated, and signed by a deputy clerk of the United 
States District Court... .” 


At no place in the record of this cause is reference 
made to the controlling statute with respect to the 
signing, sealing and issuance of processes and writs 
which is Section 1691 of U.S.C. Title 28. It is clearly 
this omission which is responsible for the Court’s holding 
in this cause. 


Section 1691 of U.S.C. Title 28 states: 


“All writs and process issuing from a court of 
the United States shall be under the seal of the 
court and signed by the clerk thereof.” 


The provisions of this section are unequivocally 
clear and no other section of the Statute provides for 
the mode, manner or signature of a Writ of Injunction 
issuing out of the District Court. 


eee 


The injunction was issued by the Clerk under the 
Seal of the Court and signed by the Clerk in accordance 
with Section 1691, supra. 


The Clerk issued the injunction pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the Judgment of the District Court, which 
Judgment was lodged with the Clerk on January 6, 
1966. The terms of the Injunction issued by the Court 
under the Seal of the Court and signed by the Deputy 
Clerk conforms precisely with the terms of that Judg- 
ment, i.e., that defendant was enjoined from infringing 
one or more of the claims of Letters Patent Reissue 
25,595 owned by the plaintiff for the remainder of the 
term of such patent. (Interlocutory Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law Re Civil Contempt, page 1, 
lines 27 to 32 thereof). 


The precise terms of the Injunction is thus fixed by 
and under the Judgment of the District Court signed 
by the District Judge and this fact is not challenged 
nor is the same in issue. 


Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure sub- 
section (d) thereof further provides: 


“HKivery order granting an injunction and every re- 
straining order shall set forth the reasons for its 
issuance; shall be specific in terms; shall describe in 
reasonable detail, and not by reference to the com- 
plaint or other document, the act or acts sought to be 
restrained; and is binding only upon the parties to 
the action, their officers, agents, servants, employees, 
and attorneys, and upon those persons in active 
concert or participation with them who receive 
actual notice of the order by personal service or 
otherwise.” 


It is not disputed that Wm. Tryon had actual notice 
and personal service of the Writ of Injunction. This 


i 


Court on a patent contempt ruling in Union Tool Com- 
pany v. Wilson, 265 F. 669, C.A. 9, May 17, 1920, entered 
its ruling with respect to matters of both civil and 
eruninal contempt and this ruling was affirmed by the 
Supreme Court in 259 U.S. 107, where at 113 the Supreme 
Court stated: 


“ .. Knowing of the injunction, it would have been 
bound to obey it even if no writ had issued... .” 


The District Court in its Memorandum recognizes the 
validity of this ruling wherein it states: 


“The argument is pressed, however, that even a 
void injunction must be obeyed until it is over- 
turned on appeal. As a broad proposition that is 
undoubtedly true (See: Howat v. Kansas, 258 U.S. 
181, 189-190; United States v. United Mineworkers 
of America, 330 U.S. 258, 293-294).” (Memorandum 
and Order signed May 29, 1967, page 3, lines 22 to 26). 


It is apparent that the District Court predicated its 
ruling solely upon the reasoning that the Writ of In- 
junction issued is void per se because it was not signed 
by a District Judge but was signed solely by the Deputy 
Clerk. Thus, as hereinabove quoted the Court’s ruling 
is based upon the failure to bring to its attention the 
authority under which the Writ was granted and because 
of that failure the District Court ruled that the Writ of 
Injunction so issued was void per se. It is therefore re- 
spectfully submitted that this Court must reverse the 
ruling of the District Court that the Writ of Injunction 
as issued was void per se. 


5 


It is further respectfully submitted that as the Writ 
of Injunction as issned was not void per se the District 
Court’s Memorandwn and Order must be reversed in its 
entirety. 


Respectfully submitted, 


By Lewis E. Lyon 
Amicus Curiae 


ee 


CERTIFICATE 


I certify that in connection with the preparation of 
this Brief I have examined Rules 18 and 19 of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 9th Cireuit and 
in my opinion the foregoing Brief is in full compliance 


with those rules. 


This Motion and Brief Amicus Curiae was served upon 
each of the following at the addresses given by mailing 
a true and exaet copy thereof on this Ist day of Decem- 


ber, 1967. 


By Lewis E. Lyon 


CHRISTIE, Parker & Hae 
201 South Lake Avenue 
Pasadena, California 91101 


Attorneys for Scanbe 
Manufacturing Corporation 


Wn. MatrHew Byrne, Jr. 
United States Attorney 


FrepvericK M. Brosio, JR. 
Asst. U.S. Attorney 
Chief, Civil Division 
Larry L. Drier 
Assist. U.S. Attorney 
600 U.S. Court House 
312 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012 


and 


Geran W. Cannon 

412 West Sixth Street 

Suite 301 

Los Angeles, California 90014 
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a PLAIWIi IY; , went to a. fwericka, for doctors eare in 
1958, wher fisintiff hearing in Ale right ear begain to 
se a, Gla) Vinyard, Supervisor in charge, made Plaintiff 
Prericke, befere the DA. hed time to compleate Nie exas- 
(On the flaintifi, amd request we Writter stetement from tne 
B to the fleintirf condition, an? if the Flaimtarr returned 
the DM. Without thie written statement, the (leintiff wus tei 
i Vinyard thet Plaintiff would be fired from bis job. 


4 


td 
Adee YO Ywea tates epee et? 
veely Ee EE A iy, mor 


ate 


(IRINTTR] 
is of eos 
| only tad a Tom i) a) in 
ithe Oe 1 Lens "eeu i” ‘ > tie 
eo ewer) | Bin: 7 


Pa gig 
bires"ts ealate cet et ee 
iis f Bik oo anieel s we 


aawy 


" ibe Aa ie 


é ee MA tats fy Song AL 8 
a Set tite Ge 00" Ga At T oem ead Gow 
LAS Bd, 68S 9 CH, 
0. Kies os Ce wo ona ,4) aoe 
sme seem a -caam cenaesrertunieasai ci 
—eeaee « 20En eames rte tL. 
- ee AD 6D ee eT OO REMORSE ABA! 


Vowiuiederue (leptin 4 


vV— 


“6 oem et ery Orc ~~ acl See 
ee oe 


OTL) THRE OF Ry cur See 

aa “ a OC @ imal aon oe 

= ke ee Genre cat sMRSAMOTY SoKDOE. hg OSLRREL O OR 

- © oes OS er 6 ieee 

swmmoree a Es | 
J eG is 6144 16pee ee 

“ eo eer’ ot a oppastriahne meg 

oe ee Oels ota ot eatvens rita renee 

res ah , eee a em lrrene alge? adits 2 = 
—ee ee pte eee of webs bet ott all ocr. 1 Tae yah o 
7 he) eneerets rere tee © fwenpet wre , Taster) Ge co 

ee ee ae 
Ue Anak) 9OP .teeertova nettin® tet tthe sel ons gt 
~~) ann woes bout’ of bier Whléntals eet 
' - - te OT, 
I, — *. —— 


PLAINTIFF, took this matter up with 
Treasure, of the ‘'eamsters Union Local 274, 
Brother member, Vernon Case told Plaintiff, 
Boss tells you to, you will just have to €O some place else and 
work. when Plaintiff took this matter up with DR. Frericks, DR. 
Prericks got upset and stated, That, he has not had time es yet to 
nake a true statement, that he was not throug 
but to keep the Plaintiff rrom being fired, the DR. wrote a staben- 
ent and give it to the Plaintiff, and the Plaintiff give this state 
@ment to Mr. Vinyard. The next week Mr. Vinyerd told Plaintiff that 
he had reveived a letter from the main office in Los Angeles, and 
t they hed examined the statement fron De. Frericks, and they 
d that there is nothing wrong with Plaintiff, and if Pleintirfr 
tinues on with his treatements with the boector, that the Pleine 
f would be fired from his job. Mr. Vinyard said, Il request you 
t them insurance pappers filled out and turned in. Mr. Vinyard 
» We have to do checks like this to keep these quack DR. from 

Inning up big DR. bills on these insurance co. which makes it hard 
on our company. 

PLAINTIFE, is deff in his right ear today, without being 
en a fair chance by medical care. Plaintiff request THEN HUNDRED 
YSAND DOLLARS, from each, the Teamsters Union, and Hostess Cake 
- of Continental Beking Co. for the relief of injury, suffering 
the violation of this Act of Law. 

LABOR LAW HANDBOOK---PAGES 149, 150 
UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. 
310. RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES-SECTION 7. Sec. 8(a)(3) 8(b)(2). 
PLAINTIFF, states, on July 06, 1963, when Plaintiff was 
a by his Supervisor, Jack Rowse, for Plaintiff not to return 
work anymore, staiting, that the Salesmenager, Edward Flipowicz, 
each of Contract and Unfair Labor Practice. anc when Mr. Case 
= Plaintiff, the Union is Liable, and when Mr. Eagelton, from 
she State Labor Board, refused Plaintiff, the State of Arizona is 
wiable, and when Mr. Cherry, from the National Labor Relation Board, 


Vernon Case, Secretary 
Which Plaintiff is a 
If you cant do as your 


h with runing his test, 
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‘Pefused Flaintirr, the Unites tates CT Auwriee Ls Lisbin. 

; PLAINTIPT, request velier of injury, of Tx come TEU nam 
S, {rem Gach, the Teamsters Onion, ent NO8tegn cake Ge. of 
timentel Sekine Co. for the relier or injury, euffered in the 

Of theese Art, and See, ef the Law. Plaintirr pegre@t tinet 
) State of Arigona, and the United “tetee cf awerica, Be charged 
th the Violation, of the PuNene, (98 GPretr) er Ane@hinents, of the 

| tion of the United lteter of Aner iog. 

LABO®W Law TANDEO ~  age 159 
UNFAIS LABO) FRACT I Oes, 

322. GHFLOYLS UN Ate CABO PSACTICES.48 er ise 
EATER RRMCE, ABSTRAIVI. Ant COMUCT VA. 
SUPERVISOR AS SONNE oF EFLOYEN. 

WHEN, Sosteas Jake Co. of Continental Making (). 16t their 

visor, fire Pleintarfr, the Ge. is Liable umter this AFticle, 

when the Secertary freesure, of the Teasetere Orion, veel his 

S agminet Plaintiff in thie course of ection, the 

10 under this article, 

PLAINGIFY, request relief of imjury ef Ti HUMVAMD ceoveenn 

5, from each, the Yeanstere Union, an@ estese daze Oo. of 

inemtal Beking Co., fer the relief of injury, suffered in the 

lation of thie 4rt. end ite Section. 

LARCH LAW WANDBOON<-"4ce" 108, 210 

GPFAIC LAROW Pract ER. 

31S. INPAVIDCAL Sam aATWINO, oROrTOe 9(@)(e)(4)(5), 

WHES, Plaintiff wae fired July 06, 196), frase pie job, 
Hestens Cake Co. of Continental Bexins Co., Pleintiff trieé te 
Rn with the Union, with Nestess Cake Co. of Continental beak ime 
» Seeked redress from the State Later Board, fren the Weticmea 
*elation board, ant private Counsel. Sostees Cake "4. of Cun. 

A Baking Co. ant the Lcemsters Union, refuse to @ver open 

mouth in an effort to vere@sin. 

*LAINIII?, request relief of injury, of TRY ienwED 

) DULLALS, from each, the feameters Union, act Noetews Cake 

» Of Continental Aeking do. for relier or injury surfers? fron 

of thie Artiehe an¢ ite Bectione of the Lam. 
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AMEN, Pleintiff, requected a Counsel heering regierding his 
eth. firing, July 06, 1963, and the action of the Secretary 
‘Treagure, ef the Teamsters Union, Vernon Case, denied Plaintiff a 
Counsel meeting, ard when Pleintiff attended the regular counsel 
meeting on Septeuber 11 or 12, 1963, Vernon Case cancelled the 
meeting, and the United Brotherhood of the jeameters Unien sent 
Plaintiff a letter, elosing this matter againgt Pleintiff without 
giving Plaintirt a fair hearing, and Vernon Case of the Teamsters 
Union,» and Léward Vlipowicz, of Kestess Cake Ceo. of Continental 
Baking Ce, Interfered with Plaintiff getting a job with carnation 
Foods, after fir. Wenkine, of Carnation Poods had hired Pleimtsff. 

PLAINTIFY, request relief of injury ef 1E) WHeebALD PecuaeM 
‘POLLARS, from each, the Teessters Union, and Wostess Cake Co, of 
continental baking Co., for relief of injury suffered from the 
violstions of this Article and it Section of the Lem. 

LABOR LAW MAT DROOK-<PAGH 2358 
UTPAIP LABOR PRACTICES. 
319. UFlow Ural? LanoR FP SACT I CUB-SRCTIUE 8 (b)(3)- 
REFUSAL TO BARGIN, 

WiGEN Plaintiff, requested the Urion to get elaintiff a fair 
reason for ‘his firing ‘from Yostess Cake Co. of Continental Baking 
Oo, of July C6, 1963, end collect Plaintiff sick pay whieh the Co. 
owes Plaintiff, when Plaintiff wes off sick, under ioctors care, in 

Last part of Mey end the first part of June, of 1963, for 19 daye, 

e Union refused to collect, and the Co. refused to pay Fleintiff. 
¢ PLAIN IF? , request relief of injury of TRY SUA Pedeane 
DOLLARS, froe each, the Teamsters Union, and hostess Gake vo. of 
Continental Hakine Co. for the relief of injury sufferm® from the 
Wholations of ths article and section of the Lew. 

LAPOK LAW SAVDBOOK--84u8S 354, 3556 
| PUOURAL LAW APPECTIMG LAMM WLAPIONS. 
. 601. SHCTIO® 301, UNRA-SUTIS BY AMD AgATHeT LABOW ORCA Es- 
‘Wrew. smetlow 302 (a) (m) 
WOR, Plaintiff eas fired from hie job July 06, 1963, with- 


RSS ee te a Oe 

lg» all Aly lala 
stashiligil dita hanienars peadd CAE ener 
. ao aw ai 
20h oe prereset Leder @ hereeupe: (TInt 
veh ee ee he etm rt Dew Coed AM cled opted 
a Tiléete!® aedemh 1000 cree? . ental! eteremen? ott Ww 
eee Wale rey eet te Tecetals One ee .aeliewn 
ant beLipewee eee? ceye® 61M «hi to Of etanra ae 
i <.U wuoneey 94) in boeaerewe? eels alt se 
jmettte Terdeoale wamsane weddae ie coteete cvetiel « 
<tewreer’s 100 We eect sores) fre pamivans theT os TELetdse 
ie ore 4p oe ees eeree? Te aeeieecil) Ge We 
wcitewin 666 te, © qnitted Tlemeiat) CW borer oy 
VIO mAs? Rete Rat SIE. WELsEDRS Te pemt ene of wethe 


ame Se ee ee se 
st wat i fore () aoe ohalige aie? 


admit ¢ Tetwotelt fom of atine OM Betpereve «Tieeinl . 
mee fepeentres® We .60 gem eepteet eect peel? ato oe 
© ee! dala get worm VUdniet femison tee sites 20S Gave to 4 
4b .fueo Soakecs Teben tafe Whe wee Pont esT cer Titrcial¥ 
ee cL wr Abel O64 -eaok & fmer Cold ote fw ct We tree 
VELA: ed 04 Bese dat .0O ay Gee tek oe oF Bette « 
Te SEF be qpewtt le Tetigs feeopes . OTP ORT 
- -— —— ewotum kee oehes oieteet Afr . oven rel 
=<) wrt Preete socked Oe Belin ef 998 OO eee 
mai ots Ve oeldnes tee Gales ede’ le «eersatoer 
AL ACC ante Commis a3 arias 

see aa we on oe; il 

MR es ed 

ba) Ae) 424 Qeoveen Cer 
attie eisi AA ode eet fin coett keels eee thee Le 


out belng given @ proper cause, and when Vernon Uase of the leas- 
esters Union, and idward ilipewice, of sostess Uske Lo. of Goentin- 
entel Peking Co., took a bribe from ll. A. Dlator to have Plainti- 
ff fired, amd the Union, Sestess dake to. of vontisental dabing 
Co., the Stete iabor toard, the satioval Labor aelation soard, 

end the Veterian adminstration, took no course te redrees this 
wrong egeinst Plaintiff, this constitutes a violation ef tae above 
Articie and Section of the Law. 

PLAINTIFF, request relief of injury ef ide Guaiau TMOUSAmD 
DOLLARS, from eavh, the :eeusters Union, and dostess Cake Go. of 
Contimentel Deking Cos, for the relief ef injury suffered from the 
violation of these Article and sectilion of tae Law, and the otner 
Respondents be caarged with vielating the iva ub (ve Meapilj ef 
émendminte, of the Constitution of the i. u. a. 

LABOK LAY ARKLBUOK--2ACES 359, 3606 Jbl. 
| PEDEaLé LiwS AVYSCLidu LAs GELAL Gee. 
602. tec. 303, LNRA-DAWAGL 2.110 Addlocd Latve Ulide load lone 
YOR VIGLATION Of PLCTION G(bj (4) sees 303 (a) ib) 303.3 
@UNB, Plaintiff was deprived of ais buisness, July 06, 1963, 
with out being given a just cause, and Plaintiff,» went to the sbove 
Mespenderts, in the above name case, fur redress oi grievanesa, and 
was dented by ell. ihis constitutes a vielation of the above Article 
and Sections of the above neme Law. 

, PLAGEV IF], vequest relief of injury of i164 SunOS Fie veam 
BCLLghs, from each, the Teamsters Union, and woetesy Cake Co. of 
Continentel Baking ¢o., fer the relief of injury suffered from the 
Violation of these article ard secticn of the Law, and #@laintiff, 
Pequest the other Sesponderts be chamged with, violatiag bee fualuu 
{9% SPIRIT) of Amenémente, of the vonstitntion of the U. be m. 

LEGISLATIVE AIMUUAL OF LADD ~RAN SCREEN 
ASPORL IEE AML DisCieeguicd act vi 15959, 
[Tikes 1-V1 
7 TITLE 1. Bll of MES Of AEWELNS CP Laguy DACA aeons 
. FaGes 237, 235. 110d, 1238, Jee. 101. wid. gab 
“ a 1102 (@) Gees 291 or 02, Pame 115% see. 609. We. 410. 
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CUBR, Scnerd Flipowiez, of Mostess Cake Ce. of Continente) 
Deking CO., and Vernon Case, of ceamsters Union, Poerced those 
men te sign thet letter against Plaintiff, weler » threat of beine 
fired, and droped on the street from the inion, taet constitutes @ 
Viedlation ef tiie ebove irticles of Law, 

PLAGWLIFE, request relief of injury of iS) «UMDeD 1 46U caeD 
DOLLARG, from each, the Teamsters Union, and Acstess lake vo. of 
Continentel taking vo., for relief o1 injury sutfered from the 
Vielation ef these Articles and Secticna of tne Lew. and Flaintiff, 
request the other hespondents, be charced with violatine the FUEPOUD 
(98 GPLATY) of amenéments, of the Gonstitution of the Us. us A. 

ARIZONA HEVIGHD sBCL iG) AWMU.+31 - PAGE 482 
23-1361. ANTICLE 4, BLACKLIst ive, 

WHEN, Vernon Case, of the feamsters Union, and dward 
Plipewies, of Hostess Ceke Co. of Continental beking Co., forced 
those men to sigr letters egeinst Fleintiff, ané spreated rmors 
ageinet Plaintiff, thet constitutes a vicletien ef the above Art. 
of Law. PLALMOIIY, request relief of injury of SR) BONDERD seWUMARO 
POLLAgs, from each, the Teamsters Union, am sontese Cake Jo. of 
Continental Making Co., for the relief of injury for the viocletion 
ef the above Article of Lev. 

PLEDGE 6: ALLEGIANCE TC TOP Fhao 
Of ie UNirBh STATES Lh Altediva, 

WHEW, Flaintiff, jeineé the Teemsters Urion, the Unien 
pre@ented the Pledze of Allegience toe the Flag of the Us Gs. &. to 
Plaineiftf?, ea Pilsintiff essurarce o1 fair treatment. 

PLAINIGF], request reiief of irjury ef OF MibLI0®8 OOLLals, 
per State, for the relief ef injury suffered from the feensters 
Union, in the violation ef thie act. Prom the fesmeters Union. or 
the rewovale of the flag, of tme U. @. ne from the leaatersa Urion. 

GHlfv. ¥OURY. Asa 
AWC PURILIVE DAMA. 

PLAINTIFY, request relief o: injury of TE WWarh tooldaaet 

DOLLARS, from each, the leeneters Union, and Moetess Umlbe vo. of 
timentel Baking Co., for reliet @f injury aul fered from the 
a of this Act of Law. 
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rEereeas (O08 SPLAT) Ge see wes, oF Te 
> ~~ rer iovtier oF 7 voeh Slates op AASKICS. 
ATE, PAU Sie?, ned exeupted nimself Will tae Teeusters 
» Mestess take Lo. of Uortinental aking co., the State Labor 
pease | the wational Leber *eletion loerd, the -eterian sdninestretian, 
anc Frivate Counee], the lleintirt, Cile® Sie epieweneee with the 
Commissioner of Intervel severue, vie Comaleslower o interme] Severn 
hes the powers to invectieste, from  sehire ten, eet toe lair Leber 
Standards ant “alsh-ealey acts. the Commissioner of internal »everuwe 
¢ @honld heve investiqated teis matter as rwrerted ie the 
plaineitt frievarore, ami then turned it cver te tle United States 
: Ceneral Orfilee, ard the Secretery Leber Of fire, for prveut Lor 
WHY Cheeni sey, BIL oF Wise. Praree, tre Mieaneitr, evet 
‘rot ve Genied or wistrented. enc the Greet fen cr the Bonetitution 
guarded well mroinst thet. 
PEAINTIVY, request relief of injury ot vel  iaidow DeLLAss, 
from emch, the "tate of Arizora, and the United steve of speries, 
the relief of injury, aufferec fram the vricletlerw of the SUMUEE 
{OR SPIRIT) of Amendments, of the Concbitutien of thw ). &. As by 
above named sespomiente,. 
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RELIEF, of injury is baised upon the less of waiges and beni- 


Fite, Trem July 06, 1963, untill retirement, and beyound the blessing 


COUNTY OF MARICOPA 


Oy a } > ntl 
STATE OF ARIZONK Mes. i me 2 sas ty 
wie 


This instrument was acknowledged before me this //_day of ~ at : ~~ nel et « 


Adee _1967 wR uthvae td tarkt | 
In witness whereof | herewith set my hand and official sea. 
2] ro . 


wet 2. 
— . NOTARY PUBLIE 


My Commission E; pires Oct. 15, 1971 
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Gourt of Apoenls . 
the Winth ctroctt A 
Prancises, Califervia S8271 Jose 3965 


Sir: 

"i Certify that, in cormection with the creperetion of tote 
» 5 hewe everired Muler 35, 29 amt 2 of ve enited States 
ef Apetele for the “inth Cirowit, anr@ thet, i> xy apir lon, 
fergcing trie? is ir full cumplieuce wiir voor. ralews 

Mot Yeigr ar btversey, it ie Preyat thet the Gnwt eth 
With se throuc, the roles of the Court. 


uth Ss Lu 


rehitioner 
Sateer &C. Serkley 
BENE Me Viderwil Mes 
foenix, Arizvora Sse pe 


